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. "Youth" is understood by both Mannheim and Schuman and Scott as the period in a person's life stretching from adolescence to early adulthood, roughly from the mid-teens to the mid-twenties. These years are so important because they are constitutive of world views and political perspectives that, though not inflexible, tend to be carried forward as individuals age. Formative historical events are those recalled as especially meaningful later in life because they are associated with crystallization of both personal identity and knowledge of social realities outside of the self. Thus, one's sense of self is theorized to be stamped by the historically significant events and changes occurring during this critical time in the development of an individual's identity. Conway (1997) , in fact, suggests that "the original generation-specific self remains the self with which all later selves must be negotiated" (p. 43).
Events occurring before and after these formative years are thought to be of less personal and generational salience. They are less likely to be remembered as "key" happenings because they do not coincide with the period in individuals' lives in which "the taken-for-granted natural world of childhood" (Schuman and Scott 1989:361) is disrupted. Even recent events (despite well-documented "recency" effects) are less likely to be spontaneously remembered, at least as "primary" national or world changes, because of the prior imprinting of formative events on the world views and sense of self of those who experienced them during adolescence or early adulthood. Because members of a particular generation experience powerful, self-and collectivity-defining national and international events at the same formative time in their lives (e.g., the Great Depression and the 1960s generations), however diverse those experiences, finally, the memory of those events is shared by many, if not all, in that generation, making it a "collective memory" of a Other social conditioning influences were also present: Virtually only women, for example, mentioned the Women's movement. One event, however, did not conform fully to Schuman and Scott's predictions about recall-the Civil Rights movement. Although African Americans (49 percent) mentioned civil rights much more frequently than did whites (6 percent), and also loosely exhibited the sort of cohort-specificity suggested by Mannheim (1952), whites did not: For them, age seemed not at all to condition memories of civil rights. Schuman and Scott were unusually candid about the failure of the theory here, noting that "It is difficult to explain the null age relationship for whites. ... We have no satisfactory interpretation of the puzzling absence of an age trend in this case " (p.368).
I believe Schuman and Scott's (1989) predictions about the generational character of "movement memory" to be largely correct, but their inability to validate them empirically stems, I hypothesize, from their lack of attention to regional dynamics, specifically with the 1950s and 1960s black liberation struggle's differential importance to, and impact on, whites in the American South as compared with those in the remainder of the nation. The South, more than any other region in the country, visibly 546 AMERICAN SOCIOLOGICAL REVIEW carries that past conflict on its shoulders. It is a past continually recreated and renewed from within and without in various media, from documentaries such as Eyes on the Prize and films such as Mississippi Burning, to the hundreds of newspaper articles across the nation reflecting on the horrors of racial segregation and the salutary legacy of the Civil Rights movement, to the recent "truth and reconciliation"-type trials of perpetrators of Civil Rights-era assassinations and church bombings in Mississippi and Alabama (Griffin 2000) .' Indeed, no past "national or world event" bearing directly on the recent history of the region, and on the formation of autobiographical memories of southerners (e.g., see Hobson 1999), more forcefully and poignantly has stamped the modern South than the Civil Rights movement. The South, of course, was the battlefield in the struggle for human freedom in the 1950s and 1960s, and southerners of both races were daily on the frontline. Not only is that past literally memorialized in Memphis, Birmingham, Atlanta, and elsewhere throughout the region, but the very presence, still, of desegregated public places, integrated schools, and elected black officials is a living, inescapable testimony to that history.
White southerners, to be sure, exhausted every method of resistance to racial justice, from outright (often lethal) violence to the establishment of private "segregation academies," from threats of "nullification" and "interposition" (legal maneuvers designed to evade federal authority) to the wholesale defection from the Democratic Party to the party of Lincoln (Black and Black 1987 
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Whites' spontaneously mentioned memories (in the 1993 GSS) of historical events are presented in Table 1 The civil-rights cohort of southern whites ranks civil rights the second most memorable historical event among those in Table 1 (behind only the end of Communism); the same cohort of non-southern whites, on the other hand, ranks civil rights sixth (data on request). Curvilinear cohort effects also characterize whites' civil rights recollections in each of the three major sub-regions in the South (Table 3) , indicating the geographical pervasiveness of civil rights memory. (Given the small number of cases in each sub-region, the age patterning is not statistically significant; aggregated for the South as a whole, they are [see Table 2 ].) Finally, recall of other events by this group of southern whites is quite similar to that of non-southern whites for virtually all other highly mentioned events (Kennedy's assassination is the sole exception; data available on request), indicating that there is nothing peculiar about these middle-aged white southerners. The only event for which we see regional differences of the sort predicted is for civil rights.
Regional differences in cohort recall persist, and are often significant, when I control for education and gender in logistic regression equations. (The simple college/non-college dichotomy outperforms alternative linear and non-linear specifications of education.) Most cohorts in both regions spontaneously recall the movement significantly less frequently than ever, memories of the Civil Rights movement or the civil rights era are both datable and distinguishable from "civil rights" more generally. But some respondents' recall of "civil rights," "integration," and so on may refer to events falling outside the civil rights era. If so, age effects are diminished in my analysis. 5 An anonymous reviewer suggested that African Americans might exhibit the same region-cohort interaction observed for whites. They do not. Among blacks residing in the South at age 16, recall of civil rights is most frequent for the youngest cohort (55 percent) and the percentage decreases with the age of the cohort (e.g., 41 percent of the oldest cohort mention civil rights). Blacks from the Midwest (but from no other non-southern region), on the other hand, approximate the generational specificity predicted by Schuman and Scott (1989) . None of the regional or age effects for blacks are statistically significant. Clearly, the generational and regional conditioning of African Americans' recollections deserves serious study, not as an ancillary question but as a motivating one. Rosenzweig and Thelen (1998:147-76) offer valuable empirical insights on this and similar issues. 6 The statistics in the last two rows of Table 2 assess the significance of age within region; those in the last two columns assess the significance of region within age category. The significant age patterns for respondents who, during their formative years, lived in the Western and North Central states are inconsistent with the "generations and memory" theory because recall is highest among the youngest cohort, a group too young to have experienced the movement in their formative years. 55o AMERICAN SOCIOLOGICAL REVIEW 
911). Likewise, I suspect that whites (as judged by GSS interviewers) who express identification with a non-European ancestry or nationality-such
as Native Americans or Latinas/Latinos-to be more likely than those of European ancestry to see the parallels between their own present-day circumstances and the hardships and successful actions of southern blacks (e.g., see Waters 1990 ). In drawing on the movement to frame their current plight and possibilities, then, they should also remember it more frequently. Both of these expectations are confirmed by the results of the logistic regression analysis in Equation 2 of Table 4 . More important for my purposes, though, is that the regional specificity of the age-patterning of civil rights recall is again observed. Even when factors tapping the (Figure 1) . The second set of predicted probabilities, which are higher owing to the recall-enhancing values of the covariates, are more dramatic still ( Figure  2) . The predicted probability for the civil rights generation of southern whites in Figure 2 is .32, substantially higher than any other cohort of whites from either region.8 The recollections captured by this statistic reduces the racial gap in civil rights memory (55 percent of equalaged blacks mentioned the movement) and demonstrates that, controlling for a number of confounding influences, civil rights recall is greatest for those who resided in the South during young adulthood. the hypothesized pattern only for southern whites who likely experienced the civil rights era as adolescents or young adults.9 (The age pattern for white southerners is, owing to the small number of cases, significant at p < .1 with a onetailed test.) In addition to asking respondents to recall historical events or changes, Schuman and Scott Generally, white southerners were more likely to emphasize the movement's benefits for blacks or society as a whole (e.g., greater tolerance generally), and northern whites tended to give factual, morally neutral reasons for civil rights recall. I found no interpretable age differences in memory content. As was the case with recollections, however, my interest is in regional differences in cohort effects, and I expect to see white southerners in their mid-thirties to mid-fifties in 1985 more frequently naming civil rights as one of the two most important historical events among the six choices. Disaggregating the non-South into its three constitutive census-defined regions and categorizing age into the three cohorts used in Table 5 , we see the 34-to 56-year-old cohort of whites in both the South and the Northeast name civil rights more frequently (see Table 7 ).10 (Because none of the controls exerted statistically significant effects in the logistic regression analysis, the unadjusted data in Table 7 
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